THE GIRONDE ATTACKS
and Sieyes. As a result of that support, the Girondins
controlled the cabinet and most of the important com-
mittees, and were able to place hundreds of their
adherents in government offices.
Robespierre's followers were known as the Moun-
tain, because of the location of thek seats, which were
high up. Over the Mountain hung, like a sanguinary
cloud, the shadow of the September massacres, for with
it sat the Paris delegation, and with that delegation the
man whose name, more than any other, was associated
with the massacres—Marat. Marat's presence and the
growing public indignation at the massacres made the
Mountain vulnerable. Robespierre, as the acknow-
ledged leader, would have to bear the brunt of attack.
Jaures—who in his double capacity of historian and
practical political leader is peculiarly qualified to speak
on this subject—says that the difference between the
Gironde and the Mountain was mainly this: the Gkonde
believed in unrestricted freedom of trade and con-
tract—in other words, in a policy of laissez-faire, which
would give the bourgeoisie elbow-room for commer-
cial and industrial expansion. Needless to say, such a
policy would have left the workers at the mercy of the
employers. The Mountain wished to restrict and hedge
about the freedom of the bourgeoisie for the benefit
of the workers. Thus the Girondins were now a part of
the Right. They were occupying the place once held by
the Constitutionalists.
Robespierre was perfectly aware of the class nature
of the struggle. "Your programme", he said to the
Gkonde, "is absolute liberty of trade, and bayonets to
still the anxiety and the hunger of the people." And at
another time, during a .speech at the Club: "Observe
how it is to them [the Girondins] that the rich rally. They
are the so-called decent people, the cream of society (les
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